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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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6) ^ Claim(s) 1-15 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments and all other documents filed on 12/16/2008 have been 
fully considered but are moot because all independent claims are amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

Independent claims 1, 5, 9 and 12 recite the limitation " ...the validity field of a 
first subset of the octets of the pavload ... the validity field of a second subset of the 
octets of the payload However, Specification clearly discloses that each octet has 
a validity field ("there is a 'validity' field 202 associated with each octet", [0013], page 
3, line 31-32), instead of that a subset of octets has a validity field as recited in the 
claims. The limitation presented in claims is broader than the one in the Specification. 

Dependent claims are rejected because they depend from independent claims. 

For examination on the merits, the claims will be interpreted as the best 
understood. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
ATM Forum, AF-VMOA-01 45.000, "Voice and Multimedia Over ATM - Loop Emulation 
Service Using AAL2", July, 2000, (hereinafter VMOA) in view of Thomann (US 
6085528). 

For claims 1, 5, 9 and 12, VMOA discloses a system for managing circuit 
emulation service over an ATM network (Figure 1 of Page 10), comprising: 
a first ATM processor configured to: 

receive channelized circuit data (User traffic, Figure 2 of Page 12), the 
channelized circuit data being transmitted at an arbitrary rate (lines1-7 of Section 
1.1, Page 6); 
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format the channelized circuit data into one or more ATM cells, each ATM 
cell having a payload, the payload having a plurality of octets and corresponding 
validity fields (SSTED CRC-32 Figure C-2, page 74), each validity field indicating 
whether the associated octet contains valid data (CRC-32 is interpreted as an 
validity field for each octet of the payload since it applied to all the octets of the 
payload), wherein the first ATM processor is configured to set the validity field of 
a first subset of the octets of the payload of each of the one or more ATM cells to 
a valid status to indicate that data is stored in the first subset of octets, and 
wherein the first ATM processor is further configured to set the validity field of a 
second subset of the octets of the payload of each of the one or more ATM cells 
to an invalid status to indicate that no data is stored in the second subset of 
octets: and 

transmit the one or more ATM cells across the ATM network; and 
a second ATM processor configured to configured to transmit the one or more 

ATM cells across the ATM network (Figure 1 of Page 10); 

wherein the transmission of the one or more ATM cells effectively results in 

transmission of the channelized circuit data at the arbitrary rate over the ATM network 

(Figure 1 of Page 10); 

wherein the arbitrary rate is achieved by adjusting a ratio of a number of octets in 

the first subset of octets to a number of octets in the second subset of octets for each of 


the one or more ATM cells; and 
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wherein the arbitrary rate is not a multiple of a fundamental rate (lines1-7 of 
Section 1 .1 , Page 6; e.g., rate for compressed voice). 

VMOA is silent on each validity field being associated with one octet of the 
plurality of octets. 

In the same field of endeavor, Thomann discloses using "a parity bit for each 
byte" of ATM cell (col. 7, line 34-36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify VMOA with Thomann to associate a validity field to 
each byte in the ATM cell in order to enhance error detection. 

As to claim 2, VMOA discloses the system of claim 1 wherein the arbitrary rate is 
less than the fundamental rate (linesl -7 of Section 1.1, Page 6; e.g., rate for 
compressed voice). 

As to claim 3, VMOA discloses the system of claim 1 wherein the arbitrary rate is 
higher than the fundamental rate (multiple User traffic, Figure 2 of Page 12). 

As to claim 4, VMOA discloses the Traffic aggregation equipment incorporating 
the system as recited in claim 1 (Figure 2 of Page 12). 

As for claim 6, it is the same as to claim 5, therefore, is rejected for the same 
reason explained in claim 5 above. 

As for claim 7, it is equivalent to system claim of claim 2, therefore, is rejected 
for the same reason explained in claim 2 above. 

As for claim 8, it is equivalent to system claim of claim 3, therefore, is rejected 
for the same reason explained in claim 3 above. 
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For claims 9-11, they are the corresponding method claims of claims 1-3, 
therefore, are rejected for the same reasons explained in claims 1-3 above. 

For claims 12-15, they are the corresponding method claims of claims 5-8, 
therefore, are rejected for the same reasons explained in claims 5-8 above. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jianye Wu whose telephone number is (571)270-1665. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday, 8am to 7pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Seema Rao can be reached on (571)272-3174. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/Jianye Wu/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2416 

/Kevin C. Harper/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2416 


